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Applicants acknowledge the Office Action dated May 26. 2004. It is 
respectfully submitted that the Office Action is incomplete because: 1 ) a reason is 
not given for the rejection of some of the claims; and 2) It does not contain an 
examination of any of the claims. Applicants therefore request that the Office Action 
be corrected or supplemented to: 1 ) withdraw, or state the reason for, the rejection 
of certain claims; and 2) include an examination of the claims. 



Background 

In the Office Action dated May 28, 2004, claims 1-66 were rejected as being 
indefinite under 35 USC 112, second paragraph. Specifically, the rejection stated 
that claims 12, 15, 25, 28*33, 37, 50, 51, 53, 55, 56, 59 and 62-64 were indefinite 
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